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he and I disagree that there would be a
majority of votes for H.R. 15. It is a re-
flection of the comprehensive Senate
bill, and I don’t believe we have a ma-
jority in this House for that bill.

I would furthermore ask the gen-
tleman whether he thinks—or I would
just say that perhaps it would be more
constructive that we sit down and
begin to talk about where we can go in
a direction that we have in common,
that we feel that we can agree on
things rather than differences; rather
than filing discharge petitions, perhaps
it would be a little more constructive
to sit down, instead of demanding our
way or the highway.

Again, too much of that has been the
way this town has worked over the last
several years, and it is unfortunate.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his remarks. He and
I have a difference of opinion. We dis-
cussed this the last time, as I recall.
We have a difference of opinion. He
thinks it would not pass. I think it
would pass.

The good news for America is there is
a very easy way to determine who is
right and who is wrong. Put the bill on
the floor, give the House a vote, give
America a vote. If I am wrong, I will
stand up on the floor of the House and
say I was wrong.

I am sure that my friend, the major-
ity leader, will do the same if, in fact,
he is wrong, but we have an easy way
in America to resolve such differences
because we all have differences of opin-
ion.

In a democracy, you vote. In a de-
mocracy, you resolve differences by
coming together. I look forward to sit-
ting down with the gentleman on this
issue. I would reiterate I look forward
to dealing with him on other issues as
we have been able to do in many in-
stances. I thank him for that oppor-
tunity.

We can resolve this difference by
simply bringing the bill to the floor,
giving America a vote, and letting the
House work its will. Unless the gen-
tleman wants to say something fur-
ther, I yield back the balance of my
time.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 11 a.m. tomorrow; and when
the House adjourns on that day, it ad-
journ to meet on Tuesday, April 1, 2014,
when it shall convene at noon for
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

HONORING KIM RUBIN
(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize an extremely impor-
tant person. Today marks 25 years that
Kim Rubin has worked here on Capitol
Hill.

In the 1980s, Kim Rubin accepted an
internship with former Congressman
Jack Kemp from her home State of
New York. She has come a long way
since then. She has been with me, I am
proud to say, since day one that I
served in the United States Congress.

I have never met anyone more loyal,
more dependable, or more organized.
Not only does Kim coordinate our of-
fice’s schedule and those of our entire
staff, she works diligently as our office
manager.

Somehow, she still has the time and
energy to be a dedicated wife to her
loving husband, Howie, and also to her
two beautiful daughters, Lexi and Livi.
She is also a volleyball coach, and her
nickname is Coach K.

As Kim says, her life is centered on
faith, family, and pursuing what makes
you happy. I don’t know how Kim does
it all, but it has been an honor to work
with Kim Rubin for these past 8 years.

While we will part ways after we both
retire this year, I know I will have a
lifelong friend in the indomitable Kim
Rubin.

Congratulations and thank you, Kim
Rubin.

————
FOREST MANAGEMENT

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, the Endangered Species
Act was signed into law in 1973, in
order to preserve, protect, and recover
key domestic species.

The ESA also contains a citizen law-
suit provision, which allows private
citizens—and, in many cases, special
interest organizations—to sue Federal
agencies and private landowners for al-
legedly failing to comply with ESA.
Taxpayers are on the hook, even when
the Federal Government prevails.

The Forest Service, which I had the
privilege of holding jurisdiction over as
chairman of the Agricultural Sub-
committee on Conservation, Energy,
and Forestry, must comply with ESA
before engaging in any kind of forest
management activity, which is the
agency’s most basic and fundamental
role

Protecting species is our goal, but
unfortunately, this provision has been
used as a tool by those who would like
to halt land management activities.

The financial impact of these activi-
ties in the Forest Service is signifi-
cant, posing a threat to the forest
health, the economic well-being of
local communities, and also the species
we are aiming to protect.

We must replace this flawed policy
with one that protects taxpayers and
species restoration, but also the health
of our forests and our local economies.

H2733

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Orders speeches without prejudice
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business.

———

WEEK IN REVIEW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, a sur-
prising twist today: Who says there is
nothing surprising in Washington? We
were told there was potential for a bill
to come to the floor today to deal with
the issue of the SGR, sustainable
growth rate, or the doc fix, as it is
sometimes called.

There has been some disagreement in
our party what would be the best way
to handle it. We had a bill. It was a 1-
year extension, 1 year that included
some other things that some of the
people that are providing the care that
haven’t been properly treated in reim-
bursement areas we are not happy
about.

So it appeared we didn’t have—or our
leaders may not have had the votes,
and so it is quite a surprise that was
voice-voted. No one asked for a re-
corded vote because normally, see, we
trust our leaders that, if there is an
important bill, that part of the leader-
ship understand, someone here, part of
the bill will request a recorded vote,
and we will get a recorded vote, and we
will all be able to either vote for or
vote against.

Otherwise, we have to Kkeep people
here all the time, and it did bring back
to mind the time that was not so fond
back in 2007, 2008, sometimes 2009 and
2010, when on the first day back in
Washington, whether it was a Monday
or a Tuesday, the first day, there is
suspension bills.

Those are bills that are expected to
pass and have two-thirds of the body
vote for them, naming courthouses,
naming Federal buildings, recognizing
some important person or deed, those
type of things.

They are generally agreed to, and de-
spite all the negativity in Washington,
those are things that we agreed to con-
stantly; and both sides of the aisle
worked together getting it accom-
plished.

We saw very quickly, after Repub-
licans lost the majority in November of
2006, sometimes Republican leadership
would agree to allow some suspensions
to go when it was extremely impor-
tant. It should never have been brought
to the floor on suspension, which
means it doesn’t go through sub-
committee, it doesn’t go through com-
mittee.

It just comes to the floor, without
having gone through Rules Committee,
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